IV. CONCLUSION

Primosphere has demonstrated conclusively that no pioneer’s preference should be
awarded in this proceeding. The public interest would not be sewed by such an award and
no applicant has fulfilled the Commission’s requirements for a preference. The

Commission should proceed to adopt license and service rules for satellite DARS and to

prompt licensing of the applicants.
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Technical Certificate

I hereby certify that I am the technically qualified person
responsible for the preparation of the technical information
contained in the Primosphere Limited Partnership Submission to
Review Panel, to which this Technical Certificate is attached; that
I am familiar with Part 25 of the FCC's rules; that I have prepared
or reviewed the technical material in the filing; and that it is
complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

By: \/\Q\NV\C\’\. l\/)&\\.v\-

L |
Kenneth F. Manning <:3”"y’

Date: October 2, 1996
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